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Docket Clerk
Marketing Order Administration Brafil;h
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AMS, USDA
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RE: Docket No. FV03-925-1PR
Federal Register Vol.70, No. 100, Page 30001
Grapes Grown in a Designated Area of SoutheCl,5\.en.l Ca1ifomia and Imported
Table Grapes; Proposed Chan~;e in Regulatory Period
COMMENTS IN OPPOSITKON TO PROPOSED CHANGE

Dear Docket Clerk:

Exportadora Puclaro S.A. °ppl)ses the above referenced change in the effective
date of Table Grape Marketing Order 925 and the compnnion 1'abJe Grape Import
Regulation 4 that will further restrict 1able grapes sllppljed from Chile. ExpOliadora
Puclaro S.A. is in the business of exp()rting Chile~ll agricultural commodities, and ships
approximately 44.113 boxes of fresh 1 able grapes to thcU.S. dtJring the months of
December to April.

Exportadora Puclaro S.A.concurs with, and incorporates herein by reference, the
detailed comments aI1d supporting da1a submitted by ASOEX, tl1e Chilean Exporters
Association. Specifically, Exportadora Puclaro S.A.urges the agency to reject the
proposed change in the regulatory period because:

1.

2,

The Proposed Rule imposes marketing ol~der stal1dards on Chilean
supplies when no dom,~stic varieties are availa.ble, and therefore
constitutes a non-tariff barrier contrary to the te.f111S of WTO Agreements
and the U.S.-Chile Free Trade Agreement.
The Proposed Rule assesses inspection fees starting April 1 when no
domestic supplies are being so chm"ged, and thereby violates Article III
and Article VIII of GATT 1994.
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3.

4

5.

6

7.

8

The change in the begirtning effective date of Marketing Order 925 and
Table Grape Import Reb1Ulation 4 from April 20 to April! will have a
direct negative impact on our business. [Name of the conlpany] ships
[number of boxes or volume] of fresh table grapes to the U.S. from April!
to April 20. If the Prop,;Jsed Rule should be adopted, the estimated value
of the table grapes to be excluded from shipment is US$ 16,532
FOB/Chile.
The Proposed Rule doe:; not contain any evidence of circumvention by
Chilean table grapes su1licient to warrant the proposed changc.
The change in date front April 20 to April 1 will create aI1 artificial
shortage of table grapes since there is no other conunercially significant
and reliable supply front any source other than (~hile.
The Chilean grapes supplied from April 1 to the earliest commercially
significant supplies of grapes from Co'clche1la Valley in California meet
marketing specifications from retail chains that are more stringent in some
respects than the markel:ing order requirements.
The proposed change C8nnot be validly based on a 20 year-old survey of
cold storage practices.
The proposed change can not be justified under the critelia established by
the AMAA for a change- in the begirullng effective date of Marketing
Order 925 or the companion Table Grape Import Regulation 4 in view of
the record prices receivt:d by Coachella Valley grow~rs in the last two
seasons.
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